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A FALSE UNITED FRONT 


by Laurence Housman 


he best political brains are now united in the Govern- 
ap ment for the successful prosecution of the war. Non- 
pacifists are inclined to think that the pacifist objection to 
war is based only on moral grounds, and that, the pacifist 
ideal being unattainable on moral grounds alone, it re- 
mains outside the scope of practical politics, and is there- 
fore not worth considering. 

But it has always been the pacifist contention not only 
that war is wrong, but that war is stupid, and the product 
of short-sighted and blundering diplomacy. 

Mr. Lloyd George, who knew as much as anybody about 
the causes of the last war, gave as his final verdict, when 
the war was over, that the nations had blundered into it 
—that is to say their Governments, for the nations had 
precious little to do with the diplomatic manoeuvres which 
finally produced it. The democratic control of our foreign 
policy is a luxury (though many of us think it is a neces- 
sity) which is still denied to us; and yet it is over the results 
of that most undemocratic department of our national 
policies that we are expected to toe the line when the 
undemocratic method of proceedure has produced its in- 
evitable undemocratic results. 

One of those undemocratic results is that the nation is 
dragged into war largely ignorant of its true causes. It is 
only presented, forits satisfaction, with the occasion which 
produced the final flare-up. 

The people of this country were honestly convinced 
that what took us into the last war was the violation of 
Belgium, but President Wilson, who in 1917 gave a very 
idealistic explanation of America’s entry into the war, 
stated definitely when the war was over, that its real 
cause was economic jealousy, between Germany and other 
powers who were her trade rivals. 

If that was true, then trade jealousy produced the fol- 
lowing evils; the violation of Belgium; the incompatible 
alliance of western democracy with Tzarist Russia, back- 
ed up by secret treaties of a predatory and disgraceful 
character; far greater loss of economic well-being than 
could possibly have been produced by competition for 
foreign markets; a death-roll of over ten million comba- 
tants, many more non-combatants; devastation and famine 
on a huge scale; the crime of the victory blockade—of 
which we have never sufficiently repented, or even re- 
mained conscious—and a general state of semi-bankrupt- 
cy, from which western civilisation has never recovered, 
and probably never will. 
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Those are the fruits of the last war, blunderingly brought 
about by economic rivalry; and pacifists not only regard 
them as wicked, but as stupendously stupid. 

Now stupidity has a moral basis. Clever people are 
often stupid through sheer lack of good will and considera- 
tion for the interests of others; lack of good will and con- 
sideration for others is an inseparable accompaniment of 
power politics; and it is because our Government, and be- 
hind it the whole nation, have put self-interest on a pedes- 
tal and shown too little consideration for the interest of 
others, that we have no right to regard ourselves as blame- 
less for our pre-war diplomacy. 

Mr. Chamberlain's appeasement policy was not a truly 
peace-making policy, because it avoided dealing with the 
root causes. That can be proved out of his own mouth, 
when at the eleventh hour, as a justification for the forced 
surrender of Munich, he declared the Treaty which had 
produced the Czechoslovakian problem to be ‘untenable’. 
That Treaty had been untenable foreighteen years, and its 
untenableness had been consistently neglected all that 
time, though the grievances which grew large out of tnat 
neglect should and could have been cleared away by a 


timely Peace Conference. 
(continued on page 4) 


What are we to do now? 
John Middleton Murry 


am one of those who consider that the actual outbreak 
I of war changed the very nature of relevant pacifist ac- 
tion. One chapter closed; another opened: and thence- 
forward the true concern of pacifists was to help to build 
a religious political movement which could endure the in- 
calculable moral and material stresses of a total war. Its 
function and its purposes are manifold. For who can pre- 
tend to foresee the conditions that a total war will finally 
create? It is at least possible that it will bring an entire 
collapse of technical civilisation; in which case socialist- 
pacifist communities, prepared for hardship and practised 
in brotherhood, might be the nucleus of a new Christian 
society, much as the monasteries were during the dark 
ages. Or it may be that total war will be brought to an end 
by a movement of mass-revulsion against it: in which case 
the movement will have the function of trying to inspire 
a new effort of social reconstruction. 

But chiefly, I confess, J see in the pacifist movement 
the raw material of a new Christian Church, which would 
be created under the shadow of the end of an epoch; much 
as the original Christian Church, which was created under 


(continued on page 2) 
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et another chapter in the ghastly tale of undeserved 
Y suffering in a senseless struggle for power in a world 
of plenty opened with the invasion of Holland, Belgium, 
and Luxemburg last week. No-one with a spark of human- 
ity can view the fate of these countries with anything but 
horror, or represent the inflicting of it as anything but 
a crime. 

What is equally impossible, from the point of view of 
common humanity, is to isolate and pass judgment on 
each new crime, since it is part of a chain of events, the 
beginning of which probably cannot now be traced, but 
which includes faults on both sides. All the more reason 
for taking every opportunity, not for weighing up blame, 
but for finishing with the past and starting human relation- 
ships anew. 

When our next opportunity may be it is difficult now 
to see. What is certain is that we shall again miss it if we 
allow our sympathy with the innocent sufferers to mag- 
nify the crimes of ‘the enemy’ and blind us to our own 
responsibility for the events that have made these crimes 
virtually inevitable. May Mr. Lloyd George’s words in the 
House of Commons on Thursday of last week help us to 
keep our heads and see events in perspective. 


Mr. Lloyd George’s reminder 

fter Mr. Beverley Baxter had taken him to task for 
Aeron press articles, in which he ‘wiped out the 
guilt clause which he had inserted in the Versailles 
Treaty and ‘stated that Dr. Benesh had never kept his 
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the shadow of the ‘endof the world’. The pacifist commun- 
ity (andl use the word community in the widest sense) is to 
me the analogueof the Christian community nineteen hun- 
dred years ago.1 look to it for a revivification of the Christian 
religion, and new effort to realize—in the light of centu- 
ries of historical experience—the life of brotherhood with- 
out which Christianity is an empty form. Such a view of 
the pacifist movement cannot anticipate in the near future 
a large-scale ‘revolution’ of which it is the instrument; it 
is much rather the leaven that will leaven the lump of the 
new civilization which must come, for assuredly we are in 
the death-throes of this one. 

Therefore, when Iam asked ‘what are we to do now?’ 
Ican only answer: ‘Strengthen the bond of brotherhood 
inthe movement, by every possible means. Let us not 
waste our energies now in trying to stop the war. The 
time for that is past. Let us concentrate on trying to form 
a new community to operate amid the wreckage of the 
old one’. 

What I mean by the new community, | have no 
space to define here: some part of my ideas will be found 
in the concluding chapters of my ‘Defence of Democracy’, 
another part in a little book I have just finished: ‘The Be- 
trayal of Christ by the Churches’. To those who hesitate 
over my belief that a Christian basis is necessary, I would 
simply say: ‘Do the works, and ye shall know the doctrine’. 


May 17, 1940 


Edited by ‘Observer’ 


word’ (‘to the Sudeten Germans’, interposed Mr. Lloyd 
George), the former wartime Premier said: 

‘The Austrians at the time of which Mr. Baxter is 
speaking wanted to enter into an arrangement with the 
Germans. Not Hitler, but Dr. Bruning was in power then. 

‘With regard to the Sudeten Germans, a promise of the 
granting of autonomy to them was given by Dr. Benesh 
to the four men who drafted the treaty. I was one of the 
four. The promise was not redeemed, and I think there 
was a good deal, I will not say of justification, but of 
cause for the trouble in that’. 

Later, Mr. Lloyd George said that the Treaty of Ver- 
sailles was not carried out by those who dictated it. It 
was because we did not carry out our undertakings to the 
democratic Governments in Germany that Hitler came 
into power. He (Mr. Lloyd George) had pointed out 
over and over again that if the pledges given were not 
honoured it would end in a great European war, and 
we were now confronted with the most terrible answer 
that had ever been given to people who had broken faith 
and covenants. 

But he left it to Mr. Maxton, in the debate on the motion 
of confidence in the new Government on Monday, to 
voice the opposition to ‘the slaughter method’ of ‘the 
overwhelming mass of the people of the world, Germany 
included’. We were in this position today, said Mr. 
Maxton, because of 22 years of wasted opportunity. 


‘Calculated to foment’ 

hough Parliament can, within 28 days, express an 
T objection that would make them inoperative, regula- 
tions are apparently now in force (and have been since 
May 9) which virtually give the Home Secretary power to 
prohibit the publication of any anti-war material. If any 
‘matter calculated to foment opposition to the prosecu- 
tion of the war to a successful issue’ is published—and 
he alone is to be the judge of that—the Home Secretary 
may give an official warning that if ‘such activities’ are 
persisted in the persons responsible will be liable to 7 
years penal servitude or a £500 fine or both. 

In spite of the viciousness of the regulation, something 
at least still depends upon interpretation—particularly of 
what is ‘calculated to foment’. The Home Secretary, an- 
nouncing in the House of Commons, on Thursday of last 
week, that the Defence Regulations had been amended by 
Orders-in-Council made that morning, remarked that the 
new regulations had been ‘very carefully drawn so as to 
avoid penalizing the mere expression of opinions’. On the 
other hand, he also said they were ‘designed to check the 
spread of propaganda calculated to undermine the reso- 
lution of the people to prosecute the war toa successful 
issue’—-an even wider phrase than that in the regulations 
themselves. 


Lord Ponsonby’s Resignation 


As we go to press we are informed that Lord Ponsonby 
has resigned from the Labour Party. 


May 17, 1940 


THE END OF LIBERTY? 


he latest acts of wanton and indefensible aggression, 
ii together with a host of events, also indefensible, 
which have led to them, reveal the depth of economic 
despair and of moral degradation to which modern civi- 
lisation has sunk. 

These acts of aggression were not unexpected. They 
spring from a struggle for economic monopoly which 
couldand ought to have been ended long ago. The discovery 
of the way out of this calamity is the monopoly and 
prerogative of none. It calls for the earnest thought of the 
entire nation. 


This latest crime coincides with the following declara- 
tion by the Home Secretary in the House of Commons: 


‘A distinction can and must be drawn between the mere 
expression of honest opinion on the one hand, and on 
the other the deliberate and systematic advocacy of de- 
featist or anti-war policies with intent to weaken the 
national resolution to prosecute the war to a successful 
conclusion.’ 


What is a ‘mere expression of honest opinion?’ Frankly 
I do not know. There is, in fact, no such thing. When a 
man expresses an honest opinion he does so with the in- 
tent to convince his hearers of the rightness of his views. 
He can have no other intention. Therefore his expression 
cannot be described as ‘mere’. 


if ‘the expression of an honest opinion’ be still a British 
right, and Sir John Anderson appears to say that it is, how 
and when does it become a crime to exercise it? May one 
exercise it freely in one’s own home? When friends fore- 
gather there? In a street, in a club or public house? In a 
public assembly, in a church, in letters or articles to the 
press, in a leaflet? 


Is this to mark the end of British liberty? Have we al- 
ready, after eight months of war, reached the Pastor 
Niemdller stage in the suppression of the voice of con- 
science? 


Consider this situation, I, for example, devoutly believe 
(1) that the probable outcome of a fight to the finish will 
be totalitarian Europe: (2) that our one chance of saving 
democracy is in an early ending of the war, and (3) that 
the war could be ended with a considerable degree of 
future security were we ready to face stern realities and to 
pay the necessary price, which would include the quality 
of generosity. 


I deny that this is a policy of defeatism. I believe with 
all my soul that it is the way of salvation, and indeed the 
only way of salvation for my country and for Europe. But 
am I, as a British citizen, to be denied the right to pro- 
claim it? 

The acid test of the sincerity of those who believe the 
aim of this war is to preserve the sacred right of liberty, 
is the preservation of the right to express an honest 
opinion. 


Wilfred Wellock. 


PEACE NEWS 


JOHN BARCLAY writes... 


'T HE voices of reason and tolerance are to be silenced. 

1 The war to make Europe safe for pacifists is once more 
in full swing. Murder is afoot, and God is on the side of 
the defenders of the ‘Faith’. 


Allover the country are small groups of men and women 
who refuse to bow down to false gods, and, in spite of 
abuse and persecution, will remain unbowed. To all those 
whom I have seen—greetings; and to the others—here’s 
hoping! We are likely to have difficulty in keeping contact, 
but remember that the human voice cannot remain dumb 
for ever. War will never be settled by war, and peace is 
the product of understanding and friendship. 


So, whatever happens, keep on with the group meetings 
and write to me whenever you can. 


Prosecution’s Case Against 
P.P.U. Leaders 


alee’ six officials of the Peace Pledge Union against whom 
summonses were issued under the Defence Regulations 
appeared in Bow Street police court on Thursday of last 
week. After the Attorney-General had outlined the case 
for the prosecution and formal evidence had been given, 
the case was adjourned until May 23, at 11 a.m. 

Sir Donald Somervell said that the prosecution was based 
on a poster which had been exhibited in various places 
and which was issued by the Peace Pledge Union. The 
poster, which was producedin court, read: ‘War will cease 
when men refuse to fight; what are YOU going to do 
about it?’ 

‘The only point in this case,’ he said, ‘is whether that 
poster is a contravention of the regulations.’ He pointed 
out that the word ‘You’ was in capitals and underlined, 
and added; ‘the only persons whose refusal to fight would 
have any effect on war are those who may be ordered to 
fight. Therefore my first submission is that this poster is 
expressly directed to members of His Majesty’s Forces.’ 


Swedish Women’s Work for Peace 


sper implies working outwardly for an international order of justice’, declared the 
Swedish section of the Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom at 
its recent annual meeting. Their statement added: 

‘The W.1.L.P.F. emphasizes the declaration made by the 24 women’s organizations 
of Sweden (on February 12) that although we are, in the present situation, prepared 
to make personal and material sacrifices for the tasneried and freedom of our 
country, the reconciliation of people and an international order of justice alone can 
create the basis of a true culture and a lasting peace. 

‘Freedom implies a gathering of forces around our democratic ideals: human rights, 
freedom of thought, of expression, of the press and of creed. We oppose dictatorial 
tendencies from whatever direction they come, and we oppose oppression, violence, 
and terror whether practised in countries under fascist, national-socialist, or bolshev- 
ist rule, or in other countries which oppress minorities or colonies. The struggle 
against dictatorship, oppression, and war, is the same as the struggle for democracy, 
human rights, and peace. 

‘Ever since the world war our League has carried on an extensive relief work in 
different countries suffering from war and destitution. Finland now demands our aid 
in reconstruction work, and the W.I.L.P.F. is helping with all its i The educa- 
tional work of the League, state-subsidized since 1925, will be as hitherto concentra- 


ted on information about the factors upon which war and peace depend, and 
especially on the conditions for a just peace and international order of justice. 

‘In spite of the triumphs of violence which the world has experienced these last 
years, in spite of the profound suffering which assaulted and occupied countries have 
undergone, in spite of this last year’s catastrophic happenings in Europe,we must not 
tire in working for the triumph of righteousness and freedom. 
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“About this issue 


TPs no official action has been taken against Peace 


News under the new Defence Regulations, they have 
already had one effect. The printer refused to print our 
next issue and we had to seek new printers. At very short 
notice, and during the Whitsun holiday, Messrs Hague, 
Gill & Davey willingly took on the job in spite of immense 
difficulties, and it is thanks to them that we are able to 
appear at all this week. 

Since paper is rationed to printers on the basis of their 
previous requirements, no printer could take on so big a 
job as Peace News has become. That is why, instead of the 
return to 8 pages which we had hoped for, your paper is 
even smaller than last week. 

As we said then, however, we hope you will still feel it 
worth while to give your support. A Welsh seller writes 
that his customers ‘have given me their word that they 
will continue to take Peace News even if it goes as small as 
one sheet’! We hope we shall not have to strain your loy- 
alty to that extent, but our future is still uncertain. 

Financial aid will be needed too, and you are again re- 
minded to place a regular order with a newsagent, 
P.P.U. group or, 

Peace News, 3 Blackstock Road, London, N.4 
Stamford Hill 2262-3 
Subscriptions: quarterly, 3s 6d, yearly, 12s 6d. 


Facts and Figures 


B elow is given a comparison. in the nature of things very approximate (particularly 
in the cases of Germany and Italy) between the expenditure on armaments incur- 
ted by the countries of Europe in recent years. Changes in currency value and internal 
pars power make any accurate comparison out of the question, The figures are 

ased on ‘Foreign Policy Report’ of October 1938, on the League of Nations Armament 
Year Books, on official Budgets, and other official papers. For the sake of convenience 
the expenditures are given in millions of dollars, 


1934 1935 1936 1937 1938 (approx) 

Britain 480.6 595.6 846.9 1,263.1 1,693.3 
France 682.7 623.8 834.4 909.2 1,092.1 
Germany 381.5 2.600.0 3,600.0 4,000.0 4,400.0 
Italy 263.7 778.1 916.1 573.4 526.4 
ULS.S.R. 1,000.0 1,640.0 4,002.4 §,026.0 5,400.0 
Central Europe 

& Balkans 497.7 496.7 4388 472.4 500.0 
Others 

(14 countries) 313.2 319.5 546,8 562.8 600.0 


Laurence Housman (continued from page 1) 


That act of long neglect, contributory to the increase of 
bad feeling which brought on the war, was one of the 
stupidities with which pacifists charge the Government’s 
pre-war policy. That policy, which might well be described 
as ‘a scrape to the surface’, was also violently criticized 
both by the Labour and Liberal parties, and up to the be- 
ginning of the war, it was charged by them also as being 
contributory to war, should war come. 

Presumably they are still of the same mind: but no more 
is going to be said about it; and from now on everything 
will be done to make us forget that our Government had 
any responsibility for bringing about the war. 

Those who consider the successful prosecution of the 
war as the one and only thing to which all effort should 


now be directed, may think this the best way of doing it. 
(continued in next column) 
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What does stand for? 


he Peace Pledge Union is the pacifist society which 
I. was founded by Canon Dick Sheppard in 1934, when 
he invited all those who were willing to pledge themselves 
to renounce war to send him their names. The society is 
entirely non-sectarian and welcomes within its ranks every- 
one who is resolved not to be the means of war’s activity, 
irrespective of the particular form of reasoning or faith 
which has brought him to this decision. 


Like their decision to make a renunciation of war, their ways of acting for the 
attainment of peace remain individual. The groups of the Peace Pledge Union scatter- 
ed throughout the country follow collectively these ways to the construction of a 
different social order. 

The Peace Pledge Union cannot be termed a political body in the accepted sense; it 
is not realistic to use the machinery of party politics in order to change a society 
whose values that machinery expresses, Yet in another sense, action expressing the 
values respected by progressive people is political action. Nor can the Union be term- 
ed a religious body in the a Se sense; to use the familiar machinery of religious 
organizations which have failed to establish a warless society is again unrealistic. In 
another sense, however, the attempt to express the values which have been the founda- 
tion of all religions is to practise religion. 

Quite simply, therefore, the Peace Pledge Union asks its members to make use or 
their common humanity for the realization of peace: the alternative is to allow con- 
temporary warfare to make use of their talents for common barbarism. 

Ata meeting of the National Council of the Peace Pledge Union, it was agreed that 
though they should not be held binding in any sense upon any member, the following 
affirmations express, in the Council’s view, the corporate mind of the Peace Pledge 
Union. ‘We are agreed 

H i attaching supreme value to the human person and the integrity of the indi- 
vidual. 

It is necessary to distinguish between the integrity of the individual, and an indivi- 
dualism, the exaggeration of which has prevented the realization Of true democracy, 
and opened up the way for totalitarianism. 

We are agreed 

2 In believing that the individual only achieves full personality through the 
establishment of right relationship with others. 

This involves the acceptance of a share of the guilt and the responsibility of society. 
For some this acceptance will find expression in the attempt to reform society from 
within: for others an experiment through community to lead a corporate life, which, 
however, should not be used as a way of escape. 

We are agreed 

3 Inour ay ae of the increasing power of the existing social order to des- 
troy the individual and prohibit real community. 

Existing society denies the pacifist way of life; and we must therefore witness 
against this denial. This involves a recognition of the subhuman tendencies towards 
totalitarianism in the present situation, and an attempt to expose them. The willing 
submission to the common good which is exploited in totalitarianism must be incor- 
porated in a new society based upon a new culture. 

Weare agreed 

4 That our task is always to take the most creative and constructive action in 
the face of existing circumstances, 

The way of justice and love, to many expressed as “the way of Christ’, is the 
straight way to the redemption of the individual and of society.’ 

The national headquarters of the P.P.U. are at Dick Sheppard House, 6 Endsleigh 
Street, London, WCt, from which addresses of local groups and details of their publi- 
cations can be obtained, and to which you should send your signed pledge: 


‘| renounce war and | will never support or sanction another.’ 


(continued from column one) 

But pacifists consider the successful prosecution of a good 
peace far more important: and for that, honesty, and 
recognition of wrong done in the past, is above all things 
necessary. 

Until the conscience of the nation is made quite clear 
about our share of responsibility for having lost the peace, 
we are just as likely to lose the next. False fronts won't 
help. 
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